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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 29 July 2004 , 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) 13 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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6) 13 Claim(s) 1-19 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)\3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) Including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). 
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2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

1. Claims 1 - 6 and 8 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by US Pat 5,915,008 (Dulman). 

Regarding claims 1 - 5 and 9, Dulman teaches a system and method for 
provisioning and accessing AIN services such as call transfer, routing, or redirection. 
Dulman accomplishes such via either a mediating ISCP 22 that mediates queries and 
responses and/or an access server 48 that receives service requests, as an 
Intermediary server to the service-providing node or element, and decodes/translates 
any necessary data/info in or from the service request to decide which node or element 
will handle the service request. Dulman teaches a broader, general overview of the 
aspects of the claimed invention. The following secondary references are used as 
specific and concrete examples of features and apparatuses that while not specifically 
discussed in Dulman, are at least obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was created, to have included in the invention of Dulman. (Abstract, Figs. 
1 , 2, and 5A - 5C, Col. 4, line 28 - Col. 5, line 14, Col. 6, line 60 - Col. 16, line 45. of 
Dulman) 

ISCP 22 may also be read as the claimed intervening or intercepting server and 
original server that determines whether execution of supplementary service requests is 
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carried out by itself or by another of a plurality of SCPs/servers such as SCP 28. 
Dulman teaches that all requests are routed through ISCP 22 which may process the 
call itself or if required go to another SCP, such as SCP 28 to obtain the information 
needed to process the call. Specifically, ISCP 22 processes the instructions from an 
alternate carrier's SCP, which in effect is processing by another server. (Col. 9, lines 25 
- 55 of Dulman) Also, Dulman teaches that the network may have nnore than one ISCP 
and if a first element is backlogged, another SCP may be used to service a call or 
request. (Col. 15, lines 22 - 33) Because all calls/requests will go through ISCP 22 
first, it is analogous to an intervening server, and as already discussed, it determines 
whether or not to process a call/request itself or go to another SCP/server, which of 
course would be different from ISCP 22, i.e., the original server. 

Furthermore, Dulman teaches link optimization in the form of considering how to 
route calls/requests/data information according to least used and least cost routes. The 
decision to route calls and requests using least used or least cost routes or even 
preferred routes, are based on customer's preferences, or optimization considerations 
taken into account when trying to effect a service or complete a call. (Col. 15, lines 5 - 
20) 

As to claim 6, both Dulman via the use of schedules. Col. 18, lines 11-16, allow 
various services to be activated/deactivated. 

As to claims 8 and 10-12, see above-mentioned sections of Dulman which 
teach the use of optimization parameters such as timing or least cost routes, as well as 
predetermined conditions whether it be via direct customer input or via schedules or 
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other predetermined means, wherein services may be enabled/disable and 
resources/elements/nodes are accessed or not accessed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat 
5,915,008 (Dulman). 

As to claim 7, such is inherent or at the very least obvious for one skilled in the 
art to implement as most system will recalls or behave accordingly when a service fails 
in that usually, it is not desirable for system resources to be tied up indefinitely which 
would be the case, if a failed service request were to be tried and re-tried over and over 
again - hence the need for some sort of recall. Moreover, Dulman teaches that an error 
message may be sent to a customer or alternative rerouting is performed for a customer 
when there is a system failure or when an SCP, for example, is unavailable. (Col. 1 5, 
lines 1 -9) 

3. Claims 13 - 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Pat 5,915,008 (Dulman) in view of US Pat 5.999,610 (Lin et al.) 

As to claims 13 and 17, Dulman has been discussed above. 
The standard operation of intelligent networks involves the detection of triggers 
which invoke call suspension and a switch/SSP communicating with an associated 
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SCP(s) to obtain further call processing instructions for a call when anything other than 
standard call routing is needed. Such triggers read on the clainned supplement service 
signals. 

What Dulman does not teach is a list of one or more servers' addresses, listed in 
order of redirection priority. 

However, Lin et al. teach a system wherein multiple SCPs are used and 
depending on instructions stored in tables or databases, SCPs may be 
queried/accessed for call processing either simultaneously or in some predetermined 
order. (Figs. 2-16, Col. 2, line 63 - Col. 3, line 14, Col. 5, lines 9 - 34, Col. 1 0, line 37 
-Col. 15, line 30. Col. 18, line 1 - Col. 19, line 13, Col. 23, line 15 -Col. 24, line 52, 
Col. 29, lines 27 - 35, Col. 32, lines 26 - 33, Col. 33, line 58 - Col. 46, Iin3 55 of Lin et 
al.) 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the Dulman and Lin et al. inasmuch as both 
Dulman and Lin et al. teach the use of multiple SCPs to service/handle supplementary 
services and Lin et al. merely introduces a different method of dealing with multiple 
SCPs. 

As to claim 14, see the rejection of claim 6. Waking a service is equivalent to 
activating it at a certain time, dependent for example, as taught by Dulman, a 
customer's schedule. 

As to claims 16, see the rejection of claims 1 and 6. 
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As to claim 18, the functionality of a control system at every server interface is 
included in any SCP. The SCR of any intelligent network controls call processing and 
moreover, the SCP must be able to communicate with all intelligent network elements 
as well as elements such as an access server or various elements such as billing and 
data collector or intelligent peripherals as taught above by Dulman. 

As to claim 19, a primary rate interface is merely the ISDN equivalent of a T1 line 
and T1 lines are the standard communications line used in digital communications. A 
basic rate interface is merely the other interface in ISDN. Whatever types of 
communication lines are chosen, these claimed are standard and at the least would 
have been an obvious choice for one of ordinary skill in the art to use inasmuch as they 
are the standard communication lines used in ISDNs. 

Moreover, Dulman teaches contemplating the use of ISDN networks in the 
system. (Col. 10, line 44 - Col. 12, line 55 of Dulman) 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 7/29/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Again, as to applicant's arguments regarding claims 1-12, note that although 
the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification 
are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 11 81 , 26 USPQ2d 1057 
(Fed. Cir. 1993). Therefore, because the terms used by applicant to claim the present 
invention are exactly the same as those used by Dulman, i.e.. "service request" used by 
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applicant to denote actual use of a telephony service, and "service request" used by 
Dulman to denote provisioning telephony services, examiner can and is obligated to 
read the claims as broadly as possible. Examiner thus maintains his final rejection 
above. 

In the alternative, while Dulman teaches the provisioning of services, clearly the 
system of Dulman can also provide those services such as call redirection and number 
portability that a user would provision and as seen in Fig. 2, for example, the system of 
Dulman uses elements that are used to process and use such services. See Col. 8, line 
1 - Col. 9, line 55 of Dulman that describes call processing in the system. Note as well 
that the functionality and method claimed by the present invention is present in the 
system of Dulman as well. SSPs, SCPs, Intelligent Peripherals, etc. read on the 
claimed servers, monitoring unit, control program (Dulman teaches for example, a 
mediating service program that identifies which carriers and which elements will be 
used to complete a call, i.e., intercepting and redirecting) and their claimed functionality. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hector A. Agdeppa whose telephone number is 703- 
305-1844. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon thru Fri 9:30am - 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad F. Matar can be reached on 703-305-4731 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

H.A.A. 

October 27, 2004 
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